COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
Benton 2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004 gi?“‘;av“’;i“ 2002 - 2001 Comparison Eiﬁ;;;?:g“’ 2003 - 2002 Comparison E:ﬁ;;;?:ﬁ‘ 2004 - 2003 Comparison
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1L Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff %Diff Diff 9%Diff Diff 9%Diff Diff 9%Diff Diff 9%Diff Diff 9%Diff
PHYSICIAN COUNT*
FFS 247 264 283 276 263 281 291 297 292 307 317, 305| 305 304 313 313 268 283 305| 309 21 7.6% 16| 5.8% 8| 2.7% 22| 7.9% 8| 2.6% 4] 1.1%|
HO 63 63! 66! 69 64| 62! 57! 65 75 76 84/ 84 75! 72 60 55 65! 62 80 65 -4| -5.8% -3] -5.0% 19| 29.2% 18| 28.6% -29| -34.9% -15| -18.2%)
ump 45 46 49 50 54| 52 52 41 41 43 41 42 42 42 44 61] 4ﬂ 50 42, 47| -9| -18.0% 2 4.7% 1 2.4% -8| -16.1%j 19| 44.4% 5| 12.8%
PEBB 96 90! 98! 94| 94| 94/ 94/ 94| 108 133 89! 86 103 93 82 62 95! 94| 104 85 0 0.0%! -1 -0.5% -8 -8.5% 10| 10.6%) -24| -28.3% -19| -18.6%)
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 6,050 6,074 6,229 6,603 6,735 6,930 7,160 7,463| 7,780 6,990 7,016 7,070 7,324 7,477, 7,375| 7,602 6,239| 7,072 7,214 7444 860| 13.0% 833| 13.4%) -393| -5.3% 142  2.0% 532| 7.5% 231 3.2%
HO 11,213 11,591 12,109 12,512 12,680| 12,693| 13,276| 13,444| 13,044| 13,413| 13,778| 13,897| 13,586| 13,262 13,374| 12,799 11,856] 13,023| 13,533| 13,255 932 7.4%| 1,167 9.8%| 453 3.4%! 510 3.9%| -1,098| -7.9% -278| -2.1%)
UMP 1,012] 1,029 943 943 916 942 1,383 1,361 1,673 1,440 1,507] 1,447 1,508 2,477| 2,482 982 1,157 1,495 1,978 445| 47.2% 176| 17.9% 119| 8.6% 338| 29.2%) 975| 64.7% 483 32.3%
PEBB 2,971 3,033 3,071 3,045 3,012 3,036 4,627 4,649 4,721 4,688 4.725] 4,681 4,728 3,795 3,789 3,030 3,827 4,696| 4,248 1,589| 52.2% 797| 26.3%) 91 2.0%: 869| 22.7%) -936| -19.8% -448| -9.5%)
RATIO™
FFS 40.8| 435 45.4 41.8 39.0 40.5 40.6 37.5 43.9 45.2 43.1 41.6 40.7 42.4 41.2 42.9 40.0 42.4 41.5| -2.0] -4.8% -29] -6.7% 3.3 8.4% 2.4 6.1%) -2.0] -4.6% -1.0] -2.3%
HO 5.6 5.4 5.5 5.5 5.0 4.9 4.3 5.7 5.7 6.1 6.0] 5.5 5.4 4.5 4.3] 5.5 4.8 5.9 4.9| -0.7] -12.3% -0.7) -13.4% 12| 25.0% 11| 23.6% -1.8| -29.3% -1.0| -16.6%
ump 44.5 44.7 52.0 53.0 59.0 55.2 37.6 30.1 25.7 28.5 27.9| 29.0 27.6 17.8 24.4 48.5 45.3 28.0) 24.7 -23.5| -44.3% -3.2| -6.6% -17) -5.7% -17.3| -38.1%) -3.4] -12.3% -3.3] -11.9%
PEBB 32.3 29.7 31.9 30.9] 31.2 31.0; 20.3] 23.2 28.2 19.0; 18.2] 21.9 19.6 21.5 16.3] 31.2 25.7 22.1] 19.8 -10.6| -34.3% -5.5| -17.6%, -2.1) -10.3% -3.5| -13.8% -1.9| -10.6% -2.3| -10.5%
TOP QUARTILE*™*
FFS 63.9%) 63.3%| 65.0% 65.1%)| 65.5%| 65.4%| 64.8%| 64.1%] 64.8%| 66.3% 66.3%) 65.4%| 64.7%| 63.4%| 61.6%| 62.8%] 64.3%| 65.0%| 65.7%| 63.1% -1.0%| -1.5%; 0.6% 1.0%) 1.3% 2.0% 0.7% 11%| -2.6%| -4.0%| -2.6%| -3.9%
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians andor clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
80 *= TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
60
]
40 —~——
3
o peeann -
20
x B SEETEE  PEE Xeoe Xerroee XX Ral SeX
4
Q1 ‘ Q2 ‘ Q3 ‘ Q4 | Q1 ‘ Q2 ‘ Q3 ‘ Q4 | Q1 ‘ Q2 ‘ Q3 ‘ Q4 | Q1 ‘ Q2 ‘ Q3 ‘ Q4
2001 2002 2003 2004




	Benton

